UNPUBL | SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 95-7990

CURTI S E. CRAWFORD,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

Ver sus

ROBERT E. GARD, Supervisor, Deputy United
St at es Marshal,

Def endant - Appell ee.

No. 95-7991

CURTI S E. CRAWFORD,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

Ver sus

J. GARFI ELD DI LLARD, Chairnman, in his personal
and professional capacity; LEWS P. BARLOW
Superintendent, in his personal and profes-
sional capacity; MAJOR SPI KER, in his personal
and professional capacity; LI EUTENANT WRI GHT,
in his personal and professional capacity;
OTHERS UNKNOWN, in their personal and profes-
sional capacities,

Def endants - Appell ees.



No. 95-7992

CURTI S E. CRAWFORD,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

Ver sus

JOHN MARSHALL, Deputy, United States Marshal,
Def endant - Appel |l ee.

Appeal s fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Di s-
trict of Virginia, at Norfolk. Rebecca B. Smth, District Judge.
(CA-95-641-2, CA-95-747-2, CA-95-756-2)

Submtted: April 15, 1996 Deci ded: May 2, 1996

Bef ore ERVIN and MOTZ, Circuit Judges, and CHAPMAN, Senior Circuit
Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Curtis E. Crawford, Appellant Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM
Appel | ant appeal s the district court's orders dism ssing his
Bivens' conplaints. The district court assessed filing fees in

accordance with Evans v. Croom 650 F. 2d 521 (4th Gr. 1981), cert.

deni ed, 454 U. S. 1153 (1982), and di sm ssed t he cases wi t hout prej-
udi ce when Appellant failed to conply with the fee orders. Finding
no abuse of discretion, we affirmthe district court's orders. W
di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and

argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFl RVED

Bi vens v. Six Unknown Naned Agents of Fed. Bureau of
Narcotics, 403 U S. 388 (1971).




